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A century has passed since the birth of Vladimir Ilyich 
Ulyanov Lenin, great revolutionary and scholar, who has 
dedicated bis whole life to the emancipation of the working 
class and all working people, from exploitation and oppres- 
sion, to the cause of socialist revolution and the building 
of a new, communist society. 

Never before had history known a man, whose name would 
be more closely associated with great progressive changes 
in the entire social process of the world with the aspi 
rations of the working people all over the world than 
Lenin's. 

These days our people together with people of progressive 
views in all countries are paying tribute of boundless 
esteem and gratitude to Lenin, whose efforts and activities 
were devoted to the good of mankind. 

The jubilee of great Lenin which inspired all the 
fighters for freedom, democracy and socialism is turning 
into a perede of revolutionary forces of the whole world. 

The Great October Socialist Revolution, whose ini 
tiator end leader was Lenin, became a turning point in world 
history. A revolutionary transition from socialism to 
communism has become a vital need of social development. 

The Soviet State has emerged thanks to Lenin’s guiding 
ideas and activity. Unprecedented social changes have started 
in our country. Great achievements of Lenin's party became 
possible due to its reliance on the revolutionary scientific 
theory, due to its unshakable faithruiness to the ideas of 
communism, to its close link with the working people. The 
practical embodiment and creative development of Lenin's 
ideas has led to the prosperity of our country. It has be- 
come an industrial country with a highly developed economy, 
science, technology and culture; it has become the bulwark 
of peace and socialism,the banner of the struggle for better 
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ideals of mankind. 


I. 


The founders of Marxism have turned Socialism from 
utopia to science. Marxist theory, according to Lenin's 
definition “has established a firm foundation of this 
science and shown the road which one should take while de- 
veloping this science still further, and elaborating it 
in detail...” 

Lenin has made a great contribution to revolutionary 
theory, which is justly called Marxism-Leninism, Lenin's 
activities are inseparable from science, 

Lenin has always connected elaboration of theory with 
a deep analysis of the revolutionary struggle. Lenin wrote 
that the strength of the Marxist theory “which attracts 
the socialists of all countries” lies in combining science 
(which is the last word in social sciences) with the re- 
volutionary movement, and combines them not incidentally .., 
but combines them in the theory itself internally and in- 
soparably”. This unity of the revolutionary movement and 
science was the basis of Lenin's profound scientific fore- 
sight. In the Theses of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party on the centenary of the birth of Vladimir 
Ilyich Lenin it was said that “Lenin was a great scientist 
in revolution and a revolutionary in science”, 

Lenin combined broad erudition in social sciences, 
profound knowledge of natural sciences, literature and 
arts with deep knowledge of life and economic and social 
processes. 

He carefully studied the social psychology of the 
workers and peasants, of every stratum of society, and 
took all this into account in working out political 
solutions. 

Strategy and tactics worked out by Lenin for the 
Bolshevik Party are based on a deep analysis of the entire 
economic and political background of Russia's development 
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and of its place in the fight between capitalist countries. 
Lenin showed that though Russia was at that time a compara 
tively backward country, it had a revolutionary working 
class which together with the peasantry could overthrow 
tearism and abolish the landlord and bourgeois system, 
Lenin showed the role that was played by the finest repre- 
sentatives of the revolutionary intelligentsia in the eman- 
cipatory movement in Russia, their role in propagating 
Marxist ideas. Profound scientific analysis of every side 
of the country's development, consideration of specific 
peculiarities of Russia enabled Lenin to make an inference 
of the greatest importance in history that Russia was ready 
for a victorious proletarian revolution. History has con 
firmed this inference, 

Consideration of the specifio peculiarities of the 
country in working out the strategy and tactics of the 
Revolutionary struggle remains the main principle of our 
Party in its relation to the international revolutionary 
movement. 

At the same time Lenin has worked out general princip- 
les of the revolutionary struggle common to all countries 
of the worlds these are Marxist Revolutionary theory, the 
leading role of the working class and of the Party in the 
revolutionary struggle end in the countries where socialism 
has already been established. 

In his tactical decisions and in all practical activi 
ty Lenin showed wise flexibility, ed at the same tine he 
never allowed himself to deviate from the main political 
and ideological principles; he was waging a relentless 
struggle against those who tried to violate them, Lenin's 
struggle for the strong, high-principled, staunch, united 
Party determined the success of the revolution in building 

the socialist state, 
Historic experience showed, that for a revolutionary 
party any deviation from the Leninist principles my 
become a great threat to the whole revolutionary movement 


and to the entire socialist system because it enabled the 
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enemies of the revolution to strengthen their forces 

Lenin's analysis of imperialism, his formulation of 
the law of an uneven development of capitalist countries 
in the era of imperialism, his inference about the possible 
victory of socialism in one country only, his idea that the 
transition to socialist revolution could be achieved not 
necessarily through a bourgeois democracy, his idea that 
it would be incorrect to suggest that the capitalist stage of 
development was unavoidable for the backward countries all 
that plays a role of supreme importance for the strategy 
and tactics of the entire revolutionary movement of the 
world 

Lenin bas scientifically established the fact that 
the front of imperialism can be pierced not only in a 
highly-developed country All these inferences were of 
supreme importance for the tactics of the Party during the 
October Socialist Revolution They are of primary importance 
for the liberation movement of the peoples in our own days, 
for the whole revolutionary movement throughout the world 
Lenin stressed the necessity and the vital importance of 
the international union of the working people, the importance 
of the mutual support of the revolutionary forces of all 
countries 

The historic development has confirmed Lenin's infe- 
rences Nowadays many countries have socialism under the 
banner of the Leninist's teaching 

fhe national liberation movement has won historic vic- 
tories: the colonial system has completely collapsed The 
peoples of the whole world are waging a struggle against 
the economic bondage by the imperialist powers; they are 
struggling for their independence and sovereignity This 
struggle sometimes ends in failures, but it is successful 
in those countries where it is based on the Leninist prin- 
ciples 

Communist and workers parties have grown and streng 
thened in many countries armed by Lenin's teaching, inter- 
national communist movement has become the most powerful 
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political force nowadays The fact has been made especially 
clear at the Meeting of Communist and Workers Parties held 
in 1969 The work of the meeting passed under the banner of 
unbreakable faithfulness to Marxism-Leninism 

after the Great October Revolution the development 
of the first socialist state in the world kept putting 
forward new problems Lenin was not afraid to raise vital 
questions sharply 

Lenin's greatest credit is that relying on the study 
of the history and the experience of the Paris Commune and 
that of the first Russian revolutions he has developed the 
teaching of dictatorship of proletariat and put forth the 
statement that the Soviet Republic was the best political 
form of dictatorship of proletariat in the particular con- 
ditions in our country Lenin defined the principles of 
true socialist democracy In his work The State and Revo- 
lution and others Lenin has developed the principles of the 
organisation of the Soviet state, the programme of social 
and economic reorganisations, the programme of the develop- 
ment of the Soviet state 

On the basis of the economic teaching of Marx and 
Engels Lenin has developed scientific foundations of the 
political economy of socialism, has described in great 
detail how the socialist way of production arises and de=- 
velops, described the ways of transition from capitalism 
to socialism Lenin has developed the Marxist teaching of 
social property as the foundation of socialist production, 
discovered the character of productive relations during the 
transition period, the class structure of society of the 
period, developed the question of the union of working class 
and peasantry during the process of socialist construction, 

Lenin emphasized time and again that when the power of 

workers and peasants is established the economic front bee 
comes the most important front of struggle for socialism and 
communi as 

The main principles of economic developaent of the 
Soviet state laid down by Lenin are of greatest importance 

1-5 9 


to all the contries that embarked on the path of socialism, 

Defining the conditions of building socialism, Le- 
nin put forth as the main tasks industrialisation of the 
country, socialist cooperation of the agriculture and cul- 
tural revolution, He developed the programme of industrial- 
isation on the basis of electrification of the country, 
creating large heavy industry, "that-- as Lenin puts it — 
represents the foundation of transition to socialism and 
that from the point of view of the state of productive for- 
ces, i.e. according to the main criteria of all social de- 
velopment represents the foundation of the organisation of 
the economy”. 

Lenin's cooperative Glen has paved the way to solving 
most complicated tasks of social transformation of small 
scattered economy on the basis of social property, the task 
of creating firm foundation for socialism in the village, 
the way of increasing the technical level of agricultural 
production. Lenin's ideas of socialist reorganisation of 
agriculture relied on his study of the agrarian question 
end agrarian relations in Russia and many other countries 
An the world. These ideas were of utmost importance to the 
Soviet country and maintained their significance to all the 
countries, taking the path to socialism. 

Lenin created scientific principles of managing the 
economy in the social system. He put forward the statement 
that a large social economy can go ahead only on the basis 
of scientifically developed plans, 

Lenin's theses of combining centralised planning with 
workers’ initiative, of applying moral and material incen- 
tives to work, of developing cost accounting relations and 
socialist emulation under socialism are the basic principles 
of socialist economy. Even now they remain the most impor- 
tant principles of socialist economic development. 

The realisation of Lenin's idea of the cultural revo- 
lution ensured the stormy development of the people's 
education and culture in our country, the training of spe- 
cialists for the people's economy, the victory of the 
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Marxist Leninist ideology, has become the foundation of 
moulding the citizen of socialist society. 

The Leninist national policy has played a great role in 
strengthening the socialist state, in developing cooperation 
and friendship between the peoples of the country. 

The Combining of all the efforts of the peoples of 
our multinational motherland in creating the indivisible 
Soviet state is the guarantee of success in our movement 
to communisa, 

II 


Lenin's theoretical heritage is of fundamental signi 
ficance to the development of Soviet economic and legal 
sciences, of philosophy and sociology. It has also become 
dominating (defining) to the historical science. It has 
formed the firm foundation for developing social sciences 
and at the same time has made them face the grandiose tasks 
of the new historic conditions. 

Lenin wrote: "We are not looking upon Marx's theory 
as someting complete... and on the contrary we are sure that 
it merely marked the corner-stones of the science that 
should be developed in all directions by socialists if they 
want to keep pace with life”, 

The programme of the CPSU has set the task of developing 
the whole complex of social sciences, that constitute the 
scientific basis of guiding social process, At the sane 
time the social sciences must consistently pursue the party 
principle, consolidate revolutionary and communist ideals, 
Relying on the further creative development of Marxi enm-Le- 
ninism, our social sciences must Tight against current 
bourgeois and revisionist theories, against all varieties 
of anti-~-consuni a, 

V.I.Lenin has made an inestimable contribution to 
the development of the philosophy of Marxism, to dialectical 
and historical materialism, His contribution to the theory of 
social development is the sharpest weapon of the party in 
revolutionary and ideological struggle, 

Being guided by the development of the natural 
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sciences Lenin has developed the fundamentals of the the- 
ory of knowledge, the dialectico-naterialistic teaching of 
the objective ,absolute and relative truth. He has formula- 
ted the statement of the unity of logic, dialectics and 
the theory of knowledge, has indicated the decisive role 
of practice in the proceas of learning, has show that 
reflection is not mechanical but a very complicated and 
controversial process, that starts fron a sensation and 
rises up to abstract thinking, reflecting in notions the 
objective reality, that is in continuous motion, with con- 
troversies arising and being solved, Lenin has revealed the 
significance of the law of unity and conflict of opposites 
as the kernel of dialectics, 

Lenin emphasised: "The newest philosophy ia as much party 
philosophy as it was 2000 years ago”. He constantly fought 
reactionary bourgeois ideology, that tried to make use of 
the latest scientific advancements for ite own aims. In 
his well-known article "On the Importance of Militant Ma- 
terialism” Lenin wrote: "Natural sciences are developing 80 
dramatically, indergoing deep revolutionary changes in 
every field that they cannot help using philosophical con- 
clusions", 

He was the first to see the beginning of great revo- 
lution in science and technology that we are witnessing now. 
He stressed the role of science in the formation of out- 
looks. The development of natural sciences at the turn of 
century and first of all physics, posed a number of con- 
plicated philosophical problems. Lenin's contribution to 
the solution of these problems in the development of views 
on the basis of the latest discoveries in natural sciences 
is of great principal importance. As is known the develop- 
mont of electrodynamics, the researches in the electrody- 
namics of moving media brought about the formulation of 
the theory of relativity and the discovery of now exact 
time-space relations. Research on the theory of an absolut- 
ely black body radiation made possible the formulation of 
the idea of guantun-discreat portions of energy. The phe- 
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nomenon of radioactivity was disovered, tae viectromagne- 
tic pattern itself met with great difficulties. In parti 
cular, many Physicists, under the influence of mechanistic 
and positivist concepts treated the conclusion of classical 
electronic theory about the electromagnetic character of the 
electron mass as the “disappearance of matter", Those 
difficulties were considered as "a crisis in physics". It 
took place in the period when imperialista activised their 
struggle against Marxist theory, when bourgeois philosophy 
tended to use great discoveries in natural sciences for 
refuting Marxian, 

Lenin had never rejected the scientific facts that at 
a first glance did not coincide with Marxist phYlosophy. 

He considered them to be the origin of further enrichment 
end development of phylosophy. In his famous work Materi 
alism and Enpirio-Criticism he showed that the newest 
developments in natural sciences far from refuting dialectical 
end historical materialjem, on the contrary enriched it, He 
showed the very essence of the so-called crisis in physice 
at the turn of the century and pointed out the difficulties 
in the refutation of old laws and fundamental principles, 
in changing the seemingly stable fundamental physical con- 
cepts. Lenin foresaw that new discoveries were the begin- 
ning of a new revolution in physics, and new difficulties 
might be overcome by dialectics. Our knowledge is relative 
and consists of a gradual approach to the truth. The great 
discoveries in physics at the turn of the century showed 
only the limitation of a mechanistic aproach to Nature and 
led not to the disappearance of matter as was clained by 
idealists but to a higher stage of understanding. 

When “matter disappears", Lenin wrote, "it means that 
the limit of our knowledge of matter is disappearing too, 
Our knowledge penetrates still deeper; the properties of 
matter which seemed early absolute, stable and primary, 
become relative, reffering only to certain statos of 
matter”, 


In 1908 at the time when only one elementary particle, 
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the electron, was known, and the atomic structure was not 
certain, when practically every scientist believed in the 
existence of indivisible and stable particles, Lenin wrote 
"the electron is as inexhaustible as the atom, nature is 
infinite and eternal”. This dictum resulted from a general 
dialectical analysis of the process of cognition of the 
structure of matter. It became a profound philosophical 
principle in the study of the structure of matter. When 

in 1911 Rutherford by his remarkable experiments proved 
the existence of the atom nucleus, many eminent scientists, 
under the influence of old concepts, could not understand 
his discovery. The idea of atom indivisibility undoubtedly 
slowed down the development of science. 

Yet the later development of physics confirmed the 
correctness of Lenin's philosophic concepts. Physicists 
discovered numerous elementary particles and their inter- 
actions, thus enriching the pattern of matter structure. 

The revolutionary discoveries in physics at the turn 
of the century aignified gigantic progress in our ideas. 
Matter could be underatood philosophically only on the ba 
sis of dialectical materialism, 

The general propositions developed by Lenin on the 
basis of the discoveries in physics as well as the ideas 
of "milestones of cognition”, about two principles of 
scientific studyings development principle and the principle 
of world unity acquired important methodological signifi 
cance for the development of science. 

Lenin's contribution to the philosophy of natural 
sciences showed the trends of the development and is still 
valid nowadays. Great recent advances in hatural sciences 
pose new philosophical problems. Numerous facts have 
accumulated in the field of elementary particles and unex 
pected discoveries in astronomy have led to the creation 
of new theoretical concepts of the structure and conver- 
sion of matter. 

fhe immense achievements in modern biology, the disco- 
very of compounds responsible for some essential functions 
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of living organism, strengthen dialectical materialism and 
set new philosophical and ethic problema related to the 
nature of life phenomena and the possibility of affecting 
living organisms, 

Finally the ever increasing possibilities of automation 
and control with computers set the most important problems 
in the field of social development and the role of the 
individual in society. 

The philosophical analysis of all these problems will 
enrich and develop Marxist-Leninist philosophy. 


III 


Lenin emphasised the role of science in socialist con- 
struction. In his works and speeches he emphasised the 
necessity of developing science and its application in 
sooialist construction. At the same time he pointed out 
that the workers should use the best that had been created 
throughout the centuries of human civilisation, 

He said ",..Everything that was conquered by human 
science, all the improvements, expert knowledge every- 
thing should serve the united working class", 

In a number of works Lenin criticised as erroneous 
demand to give up all the past historical development of 
science and culture. This thesis, an application of the 
cultural and scientific heritage developed by humanity in 
the previous ages for the construction of communist 
society, was throroughly discussed by Lenin at the 3™ 
all Russian Congress of the Russian Young Communist League 
on October 2,1920. Addressing the young builders of 
communism Lenin set for them as a prime tasks to study to 
master knowledge in order to use it for the benefit of the 
working people. It was from the youth that numerous scien- 
tists came, who together with the best representatives ef 
the old intelligentsia secured a successful development 
of Soviet science and technology. 


The exploiter's regine had for centuries separated 
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manual . workers from intellectuals, prevented the access 

of the people to science and culture. Lenin showed that 

the contradiction between the achievements of civilisation 
and the mercenary purposes the exploiting classes use them,has 
been brought to its head by capitalism. He would say that 

it was necessary “to awaken in people with scientific 
education the awareness of the abomination of using soience 
for the sake of private enrichment and exploitation of man 

by man, the awareness of a loftier task of making the work- 
ing people faniliar with science..." 

Progress in science and technology creates the neces- 
sary conditions for the unity of intellectual and manual 
workers. But this problem cannot be solved in capitalist 
society. 

Monopolies increase the exploitation not only of the 
manual workers but of an ever increasing number of intel- 
lectuals = scientists and technicians. 

It is becoming clearer and clearer to the intelligent- 
sia that capitalism monopolises the power of knowledge and 
uses it againat the working class. 

In this Lenin saw the source of growing social protest against 
capitalism of progressive representatives of science and 
culture, they being attracted to socialism, Lenin's words 
that “in every country of the world the number of scien- 
tists, technicians, and artists who are becoming aware of 
the necessity to replace capitalism by a different social 
end economic order is growing”, ere being confirmed. 

The socialist system is to carry out planned economy 
end provide for the welfare of the people on the basis of 
the development of science and technology. It will provide 
for a fuller satisfaction of growing spiritual needs of 
the people; it will create opportunities for their creative 
activities. “Only socialism, Lenin pointed out, = will 
enable social production and goods distribution to be 
widely spread and properly subjected to scientific consi-- 
derationa as to how to make the life of the working people 


easier". 
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Lenin's analysis of the fundamental contradiction 
between capitalism and socialism in their 80010—-econonic 
basis and their attitude towards the development of science 
and technology clearly reveala the failure of the modern 
technocratic concepts and the theory of the convergence of 
the two systems, the theory of a “unique industrial society”. 
Life shows that with the development of science and techno 
logy social economic differences between socialism and ca 
pitalism do not vanish but increase and the struggle of the 
two systems on the world arena does not die out but becomes 
more intensive, 

Imperialism uses the achievements in science and tech- 
nology to oppress the peoples, to wage devastating wars, 
to preserve their power and world domination in the struggle 
against socialist countries and the national liberation 
movement, 

The socialist revolution abolishing the domination of 
the exploiting classes establishes the power of the working 
class which unites all the working people and essentially 
changes the very social role of science, 

Lenin emphasised that science acquires a new social 
role in a socialist state, Lenin said, “the human mind, ite 
whole genius functioned earlier only to give all the bene 
fits of technology and culture tc some and to deprive others 
of the prime necessities — education and culture. Now all 
the wonders of technology, all the achievements of culture 
will become public possession end from now on the human 
mind and genius will never become means of oppression, 
means of exploitation..." 

Socialism, Lenin said, "is impossible without techno- 
logy, based on modern science, without a planned state or- 
ganisation..." 

The development of the Soviet state has fully con- 
firmed the truth of Lenin's ideas of the role of science, 
technical progress and cultural heritage in the construc 
tion of socialism and communism. It actually demonstrated 
that, as Lenin put it, "no dark forces can withstand the 
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union of representatives of science, the workers and 
technology”. 

The tremendous efforts in the field of public education 
and the immense development of science in this country are 
also connected with the name of Lenin, New higher educati- 
onal establishments were set up all over the country. 
Faculties for workers were established in order to quickly 
educate the intelligentsia from the ranks of the workers 
and peasants. 

The realisation of Lenin's ideas of a cultural 
revolution enabled Russia in which only one forth of the 
population was literate to become a country of complete 
literacy with more students and research workers than in 
any other country,a socialist country with a highly deve- 
loped culture, science and technology. During the dramatic 
years of the Civil War and economic devastation the Party 
headed by Lenin took all the measures to provide the deve- 
lopment of scientific research, grants to research insti- 
tutions and scientists, 

Lenin attributed an extremely high importance to the 
Academy of Sciences paying a special attention to its ac- 
tivities considering its active participation in socialist 
construction to be a matter of state importance. 

On April 12, 1918 the Council of People's Commissars 
adopted a decision about additional grants to the Academy 
of Sciences, The Academy received wide possibilities to 
develop experimental work and exploration. 

After establishment of Soviet power a new significant 
stage in the development of the Academy of. Sciences began. 

If before the Revolution the Academy was a community 
of scientists which had only a few museums and laboratories, 
after the Revolution it has become a centre uniting all 
fundamental research in the country. 

New research institutions were established as early 
es in the first years of the Soviet power. Toung people 
concentrated around eminent scientists and they enthusiasti- 
cally began their work. Wide opportunities opened up for 
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the development of talents. New big scientific sohools 
have grown. Many of them, euch as schools of mathematicians 
and physiologists very quickly assumed the leading role 
in world science. The physical sciences flourished, Chemi- 
stry based on eminent traditions of the great Russian 
chemiste has been widely developed. The development of fun- 
damental sciences was going on in close connection with 
the industrialisation of the country and industrial growth. 

Fundamental science promoted the development of modern 
industry in the country and stimulated progress in science 
by raising great problems and creating modern tools of 
research. 

During the first five-year plans the union of science. 
and industry made it possible to build modern machinery, 
unique power stations, up-to-date aviation, radio station 
network. In a short time the Soviet country won the foremost 
positions in the Solution of the atom problem. Soviet 
scientists are contributing to world science in all the 
aspects of research. 

In May-June,1918, Lenin wrote a draft for a decision - 
of the Council ef Peoples Comnissars and directives te the 
Committee for setting up an Academy ef Social Bciences. 

Te creation of the Socialist Academy gave rise te institu- 
tions devoted te the study of humanities. The Secialist 
Academy played a decisive role in the development of 
Marxist-Leninist social science, education and culture. 
Lenin's national policy of our party is of great importance 
for the development of acience and culture. In all eur 
national republics even in those ones whose population were 
almost completely illiterate before the Revolution 
education and science are highly developed. The Academies 
ef Sciences ef Socialist Republics are ef great importance 
for the development of those republics, end most of their 
scientific schools are greatly contributing te the l 
development of science in the country and in the werlå. 

The Academy of Sciences has played a great role in 


3 the development ef acience in the remote parts of the 


wv 
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country and in the republics, setting up institutions and 
affiliated branches there, which formed the basis of the 
Republican Academies. The Siberian affiliation has become 
a large scientific centre. The great task is to further 
develop science in remote parts of the country and in 
particular to develop scientific centres in the Urals and 
in the Far East. 

Lenin contributed to the organisation of a number of 
the fields of our science. He often met scientists and, 
according to the reminiscenees of his contemporaries, dis- 
oussed concrete problems, he spoke about the duty of the 
Soviet state to support science and the obligations of 
scientists towards the state and the masses, about the 
primary tasks of science and its role in the development 
of technology. 

Lenin warmly supported the initiative of scientists in 
developing different branches of science, important for the 
country, and he himself set cardinal tasks to science. 

In April 1918 Lenin wrote his famous "Draft Plan of 
Scientific and Technical Works" which outlined before the 
Academy of Sciences the most important tasks of industrial 
distribution,the organisation of industrial control, the 
supply of raw materials, the rational processing of raw 
materials, the electrification of industry and agriculture, - 
the problems of fuel for the power industry. 

Lenin's “Draft Plan of Scientific and Technical Works” 
was based on the idea of the state planning of science, which 
wee first realised in this country. 

The problems put forward by Lenin found wide develop- 
ment in Soviet Science and their realisation was of great 
importance for the development of the economy. Now under 
new conditions these problems acquire a still greater impor- 
tance. Lenin paid great attention to the Committee of the 
Academy of Sciences on the study of natural resources and 
gave every kind of assistance to the work on the discovery 
of new sources of raw materials and the development of new 
regions. 
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Acadenician' Lazarev, the leader of the research group 
of the Kursk magnetic anomaly, vividly described the role 
played by Lenin; “Without Lenin it would have been impossible 
to undertake this immense complex investigation which at 
present is of great practical importance. Undoubtedly that 
Lenin's ideological assistance, his clear understanding of 
problems preceding the investigation, played a great role 
in the successes which were obtained in this field", and 
that without Lenin's interference the difficulties encoun- 
tered during the investigation would have been insurmount- 
able. Systematic prospecting of natural resources has been 
of great importance in the development of the country, Cre- 
ated the foundation for the development of industry and 
power industry; it gave great wealth to the country, At 
the present time our country is still developing further 
naturel resources; due to the efforts of our geologists we 
have gained a foremost position in the production of metal, 
in the known Sources of oil and most of the natural resour- 
408. 

Lenin was the initiator of the first plan of national 
economy — the great plan of State electrification which 
became the basie for the industrialisation of the country. 
Many scholars and experts were invited to work on this plan, 
The plan stimulated the solution of the main problems in 
economy, technology and science. The construction of the 
biggest in the world power stations, powerful electric lines 
are the roots of our success which was secured by the Plan 
of State Electrification. 

Lenin very well realised the importance of the latest 
trends in technology and gave them support, With great at- 
tention he observed the work of Hizbegorodaky laboratory 
in the field of radio foreseeing that the radio which is a 
newspaper without paper and “without distance”, as he 
figuratively said, will become the mighty means of 
dissemination of information and culture all over the 
country. In spite of all the difficulties the first power- 

S ful radio broadcasting station named after Comintern began 
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to function. The development of the works in the field of 
radio led to the origin of new important fields of scienti- 
fic and technical progress including radars, semi-conductors, 
radio electronics; it led to the creation of the system of 
space communications and television. 

A great role was played by Lenin in the organisation 
of aviation and industry. He warmly supported Zhukovsky's 
initiative as well as his pupils' and already in 1918 by 
the decree of Council of Peoples’ Commissars the Central 
Aerodynamic Institute was created which is the cradle of 
Soviet aviation and it added many glorious pages to the 
history of our country; it played a great role inthe Second ` 
World War. The Institute became the most perfect means of 
communication, The foremost position of Soviet aviation and 
technique is to a great extend due to Lenin. . 

Lenin attentively followed the works of Tziolkovsky. 
The support given by the Communist party to the bold ideas 
in space flights gave our country the possibility to make 
a great step in the history of human culture - to open 
the era of space flights, to make a great contribution to 
the conguering of space. 


The course of history confirms to a great extend the 
correctness of Lenin's evaluation of the role of science 


in the development of socialist society, in the construction 
of Communism. The scientific and technological progress 
became one of the main factors of the competition between 
the socialist and the capitalist world systems. 

Science is as inexhaustable as matter and it opens 
new laws of conversion of matter and energy, of life phe- 
nomena and the development of society. Science opens immon- 
se possibilities of progress. The process of the scientific 
development has been growing dramatically in connection 
with the wide scope of investigation; it is well equipped 
with experimental means and automation. The problems of 
merging of science and production, of the speediest 
practical realisation of scientific achievements, are de- 


coming more and more acute. 
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The socialist system initiated by the Great October 
Revolution lea to the great development of science, rapid 
technological progress, unprecedented growth of culture. 
However the tasks confronting the scientists are becoming 
more responsible. Our party invariably underlines the in- 
oreasing importance of science in communist constructions. 

The great aims of communist construction inspire 
Soviet scientists in their research. The inspiring Lenin's 
words, full of inexhaustible optimism will always be our 
mottos "Human mind has opened many striking things in nature 
and will open still more, by this increasing its power over 
nature”, 

All great transformations in our country will always be 
connected with the name of Lenin. Lenin was the leader of 
the greatest revolution which opened a new epoch in the 
history of mankind - the epoch of transition to socialism 
and communism, Our Communist party which heads the struggle 
for the construction of communiam is guided by Lenin's ideas. 

The name of Lenin is very dear to all peoples; it be- 
came the symbol of Great October, the epoch of decisive 
victories of proletarian revolutions, leading to the 
growth of th®..socialist world, the symbol of progress,of the 
communist transformation of the world. 

The nane of Lenin inspires the broadest masses of the 
working people in the capitalist countries in the struggle 
for peace, democracy, social progress, The nane of Lenin ih- 
spires the fighters against the world imperialism and neo- 
colonialism; it rings all over the world and has become the 
banner of all fighters for freedom,for socialism and 
communism., The image of Lenin, in which the greatness and 
genius of the leader is connected with great human chars, 
lives in the hearts of the working people all over the 
world, 


Lenin's ideas and deeds are immortal, they will live 
forever. 
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LENINISM AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS OF OUR TIME 
(The Problem of Unity of Revolutionary Theory and Praotice) 


Academician A.M.Rumyantsev 


In evolving his strictly scientific method of studying 
the complex system of social relations Marx found that the 
key to understanding them lay in the development of 
production, in development of the Productive forces. This 
also proved to be the key to an understanding of the unity 
of the process of world history, a unity that presupposes 
diversity and is expressed in diversity. 

Noting that the concept of "production in general" was 
an abstraction, but a rational abstraction, an essential 
stage in the process of cognition, Marx said it should not 
be forgotten, however, that when it is a question of a 
developed social organism the "universal. or the general 
which is arrived at through comparison, 18 itself something 
highly diversified." Moreover, it is precisely the 
difference between separate parts and the whole that 
"constitutes their development"; a multitude of mistakes, 
as Marx pointed out, arise Primarily and above all from 
neglect of the fundamental proposition that the essential 
differences between historical eras are a unity. 


— — 
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For this reason the soientifio investigation of 800ial 
phenomena proceeds from single and oonorete phenomena, 
which only seem to be simple from the simplest 
definitions, abdstraotions derived through analysis of the 
real and the concrete, to complex phenomena of social life 
ip their true wealth of distinotions. The enriohed 
concrete phenomenon is then seen as the result of 
soientifio investigation, as the definite result of a 
process of cognition: "what makes the conorete conorete 
is that it is a synthesis of many definitions, hence a 
unity of the direrne,"* 

We oan say without fear of exaggeration that no one 
appreciated as highly as Lenin did the tremendous 
significance Of the general "economico law of the movement 
of society” discovered by Marx, a law which, for the first 
time, scientifically substantiated the inevitable 
transformation of capitalist society into socialist 
society. However, Lenin never limited Marx's services 
to discovery of the general laws of development. He 
attached no less significance to Marx's method of 
investigating conorete social phenomena. To gain a better 
grasp of the method, Lenin turned to Hegel. This gave 
rise to his well known aphorisms "Jt 18 impossible 
completely to understand Marx's Capital, and especially 
its first chapter, without having thoroughly studied and 
understood the whole of Hegel's Logic. Consequently, half 
a century later none of the Marxists understood arxi"? 
Proceeding from Hegel and Marx, Lenin noted that every law, 
being a reflection of the essential and the general in 
motion, is thereby inevitably "narrow, incomplete, 


Ibid., pp.36 37 ( my emphasis A.R.) 
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üpproximate." While it is important and necessary to 
evolve the law, this is not an end in itself but only 
aa stage towards knowledge of the concrete," which is 
always richer, more colourful, more meaningful and more 
vital than the most precise abstraction, than the most 
rational generalisation. A 

Prop this there follow cardinal features of the whole 
revolutionary theory of Marx and Engels: its difference 
both from teleological dootrines under which history 
follows a "preordained® unilinear course with an a riori 
simple result, and from pluaristio views, from sundry 
variante of the “factors theory" whioh rejects the very 
possibility of an integral knowledge of social development, 
and, consequently, the possibility of influencing it, of 
oonsoiously changing it as a whole. Inoidentally, 
teleologism and pluralism only appear to be mutually 
exclusive. Actually, they complement one another, often 
forming an eoleotio mixture, and sometimes an ersats 
materialist understanding of history. In this, elevation 
ef universal laws to an absolute is combined with a 
superficial examination of separate periods in the history 
ef some countries and peoples through the prism of one 
factor or another—an "objective? factor, understood as 
self-movement of the economy, or, on the contrary, a 
"subjective" factor, which is reduced to efforts of human 
will, to slogans. Weed it be said how remote this ersats 
ie from the original, or what a danger the consequences of 
such substitution hold out to revolutionary action? 

Already in his early writings Lenin strongly opposed 
this kind of eclecticism. In his polemics with the Narodniks 
Lenin upheld Marx's approach to the evolution of society 
as a natural historical process driven along not by wishes 
or good intentions but by social interests and contradic 
tions, the surmounting of which constitutes, at each stage 
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of world history, a revolution in the mode ef production, a 
ohange in the dominant sootal system. Lenin thus put the 
objective principle of revolutionary activity in the 
forefront both in the spheres of theory and sooial action, 
a principle inseparable from the very essence of Marxism, 

It vas precisely for this reason that Lenin strongly 
disassociated himself from those who attempted to "folet 
upon Marx the most senseless fatalistio views.®> Reminding 
his readers that Marx and Engels gave unflagging 
attention to the tactios of the proletarian class struggle, 
he emphasised that "without this aspect," Marxism asa 
whole, Marxism as a world-outiook, would inevitably be 
“incomplete, one-sided and lifeless." Lenin himself not 
only acquired a thorough mastery of the Marxist methodology 
of unity of revolutionary thought and revolutionary aotion 
but also substantially broadened and deepened it. 

In our time, when the revolutionary process has beoone 
truly world-wide, when Marxism Leninism, the internationa- 
list ideology of the working olass, has not simply been 
"translated" into all the languages of the globe but is 
taking deeper and deeper root im "local" soile of all 
kinds, Lenin’s thoughts on the scientific foundations ef 
communist polioy have a more topical ring than ever. 

The polioy of even the most progressive revolutionary 
Olass cannot be a correct one, Lenin maintained, if it is 
Giotated merely by the subjective intentions of its 
ideologists and leaders, however good the intentions may Vo. 


— — 
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Only an objective oonsideration of the sum-total of 
relationships between absolutely all classes of the given 
society, and, hence, a consideration of the level of 
development which this sooiety has aotually achieved, as 
well as of the relationships between it and the other 
s001eties that comprise a definite system of states, oan 
serve as the foundation of a realistic and purposeful 
policy. Moreover, all classes and countries must be 
regarded in motion, not statioally; "regarded from the 
standpoint, not only of the past, but also of the future, 
and that not in the vulgar sense it is understood by 
the ‘evolutionists,* who see only slow changes, but 
G@ialeotioally," foreseeing the inevitability of a 
combination and sucoession of periods of "sluggish" and 
tempestuous revolutionary development.” 

The problem of a soientific policy in the olasa 
struggle, aooount of the relations between olasses on a 
world-wide scale-—a problem which was an organio part 
of Marxism from the moment of its inception—recetved 
particularly intensive elaboration in Lenin's writings. 
ALL aspeots of his socio~economio analysis gravitated 
towards this problem; here the colossal wealth of Lenin's 
political and organisational ideas, which in turn fed his 
general sociological views, was concentrated. The complex 
and dynamic wholeness of the era shaped the wholeness and” 
activity of revolutionary thought. What made Russia the 
‘birthplace of Leninism was the faot that here these 
qualities of the era received their most distinct, acute 
and contradiotory expression, 

To Lenin, as to Marx before him, thé oonoept of 
“social olass” was not just one of the concepts used by 
historical materialism to analyse the structure of sooiety 
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and changes taking place in it. It was the central 
concept. For within the framework of the era on whioh 
the attention of the thinkers and leaders of the 
revolutionary proletariat was focussed, it is the olass 
characteristics and the correaponding polarisation of 
sooial forces that determine (although they do not exhaust) 
the diversity of social, political and spiritual life, as 
well as the inner unity of the contradictions that move 
sooiety forward. 

"Class," said Lenin, "is a concept which is evolved 
in struggle and development. There is no wall dividing 
one class from another.“ The rise of a new social olass 
ie a long and complicated process. “It is absurd to say 
that the proletariat could have amalgamated to form a 
olass at once.* This oould take decades. Lenin noted 
that Marx vigorously opposed such sectarian, nearsighted 
Views and upheld the soientifio view according to which 
"the class struggle fosters the growth of the class. and 
the class must be helped to mature,#¥ 

Lenin paid great attention to analysis of the place, 
functions and specifio features of various seotions, strata 
and groupe within each class, as well as to the whole 
network of "transitions" and "modulations" and the 
shifting boundaries between various Classes. As he pointed 
out on more than one oocasion, without a detailed analysie 
of this kind it 1s impossible te orient Oneself in the 
complicated ups and downs of the olass struggle. 
“Capitalism would not be capitalism,” he wrote, "4f the 
proletariat pur sang were not surrounded by a large number 
Of exceedingly motley types intermediate between the 
Proletarian and the semi proletarian (who earns his 
livelihood in part by the sale of his labour Power), 
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between the semi proletarian and the small peasant (and petty 
artisan, handicraft worker and small master in general), 
between the small peasant and the middle peasant, and 80 on, 
and if the proletariat itself were not divided into more 
developed and less developed strata, if it were not divided 
acoording to territorial origin, trade, sometimes 

acoording to religion, and so on.” 

In thus desoribing capitalism, under which a sharper 
@emarcation of social forces takes place than in any of the 
preceding social formations, Lenin was aware that still 
more variegated (and at the same time more stable) social 
groupings were to be observed in less developed societies 
whioh retained more or less substantial, or even predominant, 
elemente of pre-capitalist formations. From this he drew 
the conclusion that the advanced class, operating in a world 
with many different modes of production, had to possess 
a pertioularly distinct and "consistent" line of political 
action and a long-range strategy of struggle that took 
acoount of the features and characteristics of all the other 
classes and groups of society. 

when analysing the class structure of the sooiety of 
his time or examining previous class structures, Lenin, like 
Marx, always considered the position of a class, the 
mechanism underlying relations between different classes, 
and, above all, the struggle of antagonistic olasses, in 
their motion and development, as something always changing. 

This, incidentally, is where the Marxist theory of 
classes and clase struggle differs fundamentally from the 
bourgeois theory of stratification. fhe difference is not, 
as is claimed, that bourgeois sociologists divide society 
into a multitude of "strata," concentrating, 60 to say, 
ep microstructures, while Marxism supposedly tends to deal 
only with maorostruotures. It is well known that Marx, 
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Engels and Lenin never pictured the division of a developed 
sooiety into two or several olasses expressing a definite 
stage in the evolution of society, as the only divisions 
they never implied that this completed en analysis of the 
processes within a living social organism. On the contrary, 
the analysis only begins with that, and this is the only 
way it can begin. 
Otherwise the division becomes an end in itself, with the 
multiplicity of "strata® leading not to a more complex 
and differentiated image of the historical whole but to a 
kind of dispersed edifice, At a definite stage in the 
analysis it 18 necessary to register the given state, but 
with loss of interest in its genesis the registry loses 
a good deal of its objective meaning. It is significant 
that today many Western sociologists oriticise the "excessea* 
of the stratifioation theory and definitely declare that 
departure of the investigator from history leads sooial 
analysis into a blind alley. 

fhe power of the Marxist method lies in its historical 
approsoh. This does not merely mean explaining the present 
in terms of the past. It also moans examining the present 
ae a moment in historical development viewed as a global 
whole inside whioh the past exists and moves both as s 
“remnant® and as a component part of the present and future, 

However, 1t is not siaply the yardstick of world 
history, whioh "counts decades” or "eras", that is needed 
to determine the general prospect of development. Important 
though this yardstick may be, it is not directly applicable 
to a oonorete historical situation which arises at any 
period of transition from capitalism to communism, on any 
sector of the general front of the olass struggle. Lenin 
emphasised that “it is a glaring theoretical error to apply 
the yardstiok of world history to practical politios,® 
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This brings us to an exceptionally important 
nethodological question which, unfortunately, has not yet 
been sufficiently elaborated in Marxist literature. How 
fo the "yardstick of world history" and "practical politios* 
oorrelate? The question oan also be put as follows: what 
4a the correlation between revolutionary theory in its most 
general form and concrete revolutionary action, inoluding 
the theoretical aspeots of such action? 

we are fully justified in saying that Marxism is 
characterised by a deep inter penetration of theory and 
praotioe, by their unity, in which the intransient vitality 
of the teaching of Marx and Lenin 18 manifested. Does this 
unity mean complete coincidence, identity? Obviously it 
does not. This is not a case of mechanical unity but of 
dialectical unity, which, does not deny but, on the contrary, 
presupposes inner mobility, and at times contradictoriness 
of this unity as well, ohangeability, development of each 
of its sides separately and also of their relations and 
interconnections. 

This is by no means an a priori unity. Rather, the 
very essence of Marxism Leninism creates prerequisites for 
attaining this unity, but in each case realisation of the 
possibilities depends on the actual historical conditions of 
the development of the working-class movement and socialism. 
In partioular, it depends to a tremendous and inoreasing 
degree on the ability of the ideologists and leaders of the 
revolutionary proletarian movement to assure this unity and 
the correct development of theory, without permitting the 
rise of a disastrous conflict between theory and practice, 
a conflict always fraught with serious failures, setbacks 
and defeats. 

Neither Marx nor Lenin ever regarded the development 
of revolutionary theory as a simple mechanical process of 
the addition of ideas. On the contrary, they regarded as 
natural e shift in the periods of this development, in which 
a sharp change in the social situation leads to an equally 
sharp exposure of contradictions between the letter and the 
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spirit of revolutionary theory, between the practical side 
of the movement, which assumes more or less "hardened* 
forms, and the demands for reassessment. 

It is worth recalling what Lenin wrote on this question 
when analysing the most deeplying causes of the 
disagreements and theoretical struggle that arose within 
the Russian social—demooratio labour movement after the 
revolution of 1905 1907. His analysis was based on the 
experienoe and lessons of the great upheavals of the 
revolution. He wrote: "it is precisely because Marxism 
ie not a lifeless dogma, not a completed, ready-made, 
immutable doctrine, but a living guide to action, that it 
was bound to reflect the astonishingly abrupt change in the 
oonditions of social lite, In putting the stress on 
this, Lenin warned his followers against taking a simplified 
approach to disagreements, against regarding them as an 
eooidental manifestation of someone's “evil intentions." 

By doing this he strengthened the will of the Party, the 
will of the revolutionary vanguard, to wage a stubborn 
struggle for the purity of Marxism, for the maintenance 

and development of its creative aspect. Could the 

experience of the Russian revolution have spread throughout 
the world and beoome part of the flesh and blood of the 
international communist movement if Lenin's irreoonoilability 
and Lenin's anti-dootrinaire attitude had not triumphed 

in the Russian movement? Of course not. 

Henoe the importance today of thoroughly studying 
Lenin's legacy from the viewpoint of ways and means of 
achieving unity of theory and practioe. We shall have te 
limit ourselves here to a single topio connected with the 
theme of the present paper, and we express the hope that 
this problem will attract the attention it deserves from 
Marxist soholars. 
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She era of imperialism, whose essence was clearly 
manifested in the First World war, to whioh it gave rise, 
faced revolutionary Marxists doternationalists with a 
difficult task. They had to do more than expose the orying 
äisorepanoy between the words and actions of the representa 
tives of the "official sooialism® of the Second International. 
fhe disorepancy called for explanation and had to be subjeot 
ed to strict sctentifio analysis that would give the 
exposures the force of irrefutable proof. 

Opportunist trende were nothing nen in the European 
sooial--demooratio movement. Before the catastrophe of 
August 1914, however, no one could have foreseen that these 
trends would gain the upper hand in the major Western 
perties, or precisely in what form they would do this. 
fhe very suddenness of the catastrophe constituted a 
problem for theory. A reassessment of the past grew into 
a study of a whole era, with the sum total of its econoaio, 
political and spiritual processes, with the intricate 
Antertwining of its inherent contradictions, 

The collapse of the Second International and the 
development of "free" capitalism into imperialisa was a two- 
sided problem, Connected with this problem were two sides 
of the united movement of Lenin's thought, whioh searched 
for ways of restoring the unity of revolutionary theory and 
revolutionary practice on a new basis. A historical and 
theoretical analysis was absolutely necessary for 
resumption of the revolutionary struggle against capitalisa 
on an international scale, moreover, with new forms of 
organisation corresponding to the new situation. 

Lenin was able to solve the problem of renewing the 
Marxist conception of the world revolutionary process in a 
relatively short time because he used the "backlog® of 
ideas and information aooumulated over the previous two 
decades. The content of Lenin's conception is sufficiently 
well known. We shall only note that in addition to a 
theoretioal elaboration of the historical prospeot of social 
revolution on a world scale (on the basis of an appraisal 


of the state of the imperialist system at that time aa a 
whole) it included a theoretical substantiation of direct 
revolutionary action, in connection with the uneven 
economic and political development of separate countries 
and regions, depending on the conditions enabling each of 
the revolutionary detachments to display initiative and 
independence in the choice of ways and means and forms of 
a united struggle. 

Practical organisation of an international struggle 
against imperialism was a more complicated matter. An 
ideological and then organisational break between the 
revolutionaries of each country and their reformists and 
“left? opportunists, and also international solidarity ef 
the revolutionary vanguard were indispensable conditions 
for this. 

Lenin and his aasooiates made truly titanio efforts to 
muster the revolutionary forces, primarily in Europe. 

In wartine this was a slow and difficult process. Historians 
writing on this subject should find the following words 

of Nadesbda Krupskaya of interest: “It cannot be said that 
all Lenin thought about was a rupture with everyone this 

at n time when he was thinking most of all about uniting 
foroea,»1% The establishment of Communist Parties in 

Burope and also in other parts of the world, ideological 
conquests of the vanguard, and the formation of a truly 
revolutionary Communist International oame about only 
several years later, after the Great Ootober Revolution. 
Practice lagged behind theory. Theory did not always manage 
to grasp in good time the reasons for the setbacks and 
difficulties of proletarian revolutions in conditions that 
eubdstantially differed from the Russian, and this was one 

of the factors behind the relative weakness of the first 
wave of the revolutionary storm in Europe. 
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The revolution in Russia provided striking examples 
of interconnection between the general and the particular 
and furnished a vast amount of material for Marxism's further 
development as an internationalist teaching. Lenin's 
oonriotion that the revolution in Russia was a part of the 
general process of the world revolution was deeply princip- 
led. In his very first comment on the February revolution 
of 1917 he emphaised that it should be regarded as the 
“firet stage of the first revolution (among those 
engendered by the war), and that this stage "will not be 
the last, nor will it de only Russian,"1? Lenin repeated 
and amplified this idea on many subsequent occasions. He 
invariably and firmly rejected any attempt to regard the 
revolutionary accomplishments of the Russian proletariat 
apart from the struggle of other detachments of the world 
wide army of the revolution. Thus, five years later, when 
Boviet Russia was already building a socialist economy 
after having withstood the severe trials of the Civil war 
and foreign intervention, Lenin wrote: "The unbelievable 
has beoome a facts the socialist republic is in a capitalist 
enoirolement. The road of international revolution ie 
longer} it is a more sigseg road but it 1s the right road, 
otherwise there would not be what there is (a socialist 
republio in a oapitalist enoirolement).1* 

Lenin's prinoipled stand had nothing in common with 
worship of the letter of theory. An attitude towards the 
great truths of communism as simple slogans which could 
ve sacrificed to the momentary interests of "sober! 
praotioe was as profoundly alien to Lenin as was an attitude 
towards practice as only a sphere of the application of 
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great truths which remained absolutely immutable. Unity 
of theory and practice is real unity only when its result 
at each given stage is a oonoretisation of that which has 
general significance and which substantially changes 
the generally significant itself. Otherwise the concept 
of revolutionary theory and practice which is such a close 
and organic feature of Lenin would be extremely narrow, 
impoverished and emasculated. 

Gorky reoalled that Lenin often spoke about history, 
"but in his speeches I never felt that he made a fetish of 
worshipping its will and its power"? Onoe history had 
taken a course in which the world revolution was "delayed® 
and the Soviet Republic was all alone for a prolonged period, 
Lenin regarded this variant of development as an inevitable 
amendment to the general theory. Any claim to a knowledge 
of all the ooncrete details of the road to sooialism was 
nonsense, he wrote just before the Ootober Revolution. 
“What we know is the direction of this road, and the class 
foroes that follow its the specifio, practioal detaila will 
come to light only through the experience of the millions 
when they take things into their own hands, sl 

These are the theoretioal, gnoseological roots of Lenin's 
optimism, based on a conviction that the potential of the 
masses as active makers of history is inexhaustible if they 
consciously enter into the process of reorganising the 
foundations of their own life, in deciding matters of state, 
problems of policy as a whole. It was for this reason 
that Lenin did not consider 1t possible to keep silenoe on, 
or minimise, the difficulties of the proletarian revolution 
and sooialist oonstruotion in a single country, moreover a 
relatively backward and devastated country. He apoke 
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frankly about the dangers that threatened the country, about 
mistakes and miscaloulations, about lost opportunities and 
exaggerated hopes for a straight advance to socialism, 
bypassing multistructural economy without attaining a 
Gefinite level of oulture and civilisation, and 80 on. He 
considered it impermissible to fall into "the slightest 
despondency® in this connection, but pointed out that 

"there is nothing more dangerous than illusions (and 
vertigo, particularly at high altitudes).»17 

The realism of Lenin the politioal leader, of Lenin 
the statesman was always based on theory, which he 
understood as a guide to action. It is all the more 
important to emphasise this because even Marxist writers 
often dwell only on one side of Lenin's activity as a 
statesman, namely, the amendment of theoretical propositions 
by the lessons and experience of practice, They fail to pay 
sufficient attention to the other side, to the testing of 
practioe by theory, to the bringing of polioy into conformity 
with the fundamental principles of the world revolutionary 
struggle. Lenin regarded these two aspects as inseparable. 
The dialectios of politics is truly the most rigorous 
teat for revolutionary classes and their leaders. 

An unforgettable historical’ example of this in history 
is the conflict that arose inside the Russian Communist 
Party in the spring of 1916 over the Brest peace treaty. 

The matter is sometimes depicted as though the "Left-wing 
Communists" (and Trotsky) set their sights on a "world 
revolution“ while Lenin proceeded from the thesis of the 
viotory of socialism in a single country. An attentive 
perusal of Lenin's writings shows that in reality it was all 
muoh more complicated than that. 

Firstly, Lenin was, of course, a most convinced 
advocate of world revolution, However, unlike his opponents 
he did not regard it as a “oategorioal imperative,” as a 
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dogmatio "order", but as a living process that had to 
mature, and for whioh it was impossible to draw up any 
definite “timetable." He wrote: “we must not turn into 
an empty phrase the great slogan ‘We bank on the victory 
of socialism in Europe. It is a true slogan if we have 
in mind the long and difficult path to the full viotory 
of sooialism, It 18 an indisputable philosophio-historical 
truth in respect of the entire ‘era of the socialist 
revolution.* But any abstract truth becomes an empty 
phrase if it is applied to any oonorete situation, 28 
Secondly, it is incorrect to depict matters as though 
the opponents of Lenin's views stood for revolutionary war 
while Lenin rejected this in all oases, that is, in principle. 
Suffice it to reoall the theoretical prognosis he made in 
1915 and 1916 in connection with the oonoluaion that 
socialism could not triumph simultaneously in all countries. 
Lenin then wrote about the objeotive inevitability of a 
revolutionary war waged by the victorious proletariat of 
one country “for socialism, for the liberation of other 
nations from the bourgeoisie, "1? However, the real balance 
of forces in Europe in the Brest period oalled for a 
differentiation between the necessity, in principle, of 
internationalist actions, of giving all round assistance, 
inoluding military aid, on the one hand, and on the other 
hand the practioal possibility and expediency of employing 
extreme means at this partioular moment, bearing in mind 
pot so much national as, primarily, internationalist 
considerations. While rejeoting the thesis of the "Leftists" 
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on “pushing” the international revolution when it had not 
yet matured, Lenin by no means called for passive wait and 
see tactios, but merely insisted that the Soviet Republio 
must chose a "form" of assistance commensurate "with its 
own strength.” 

Thirdly, Lenin forcefully expressed the dilemma 
between prinoiples and tactics when deciding the correlation 
between Soviet Russia's domestio problems and her 
internationalist duty, and, in connection with this, the 
question of the inevitability of sacrifices by the vioto 
rious revolution for the sake of suocess in the world-wide 
struggle against imperialism. 

He regarded “revolutionary phrasemongering", an 
extremist unwillingness to take the real circumstances 
into account, and an inability to apportion one's strength 
correctly as the greatest danger not only to consolidation 
of Soviet power (primarily to strengthening of the alliance 
between the working class and the peasantry) but also to 
development of the European revolution which waa to 
oonsolidate, broaden and oarry further the gains of the 
Ootober Revolution in Russia. 

This was the crux of the matter: how to make the 
world historio Russian revolution, achieved by inner motion, 
acoessible to the whole European and international working 
olase movement of emancipation, and into what this world 
historio achievement would turn when it was made accessible 
to other countries, above all, the most advanced countries? 
Lenin did not waver as regards the need to do the maximum 
possible in Russia to promote the success of a European 
revolution and he meant not only preparations for direct 
assistance to the working olase of advanced countries when 
the revolution ripened there but also the transformations 
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that were being carried out here, by the first proletarian 
revolution of the 20th oentury, and, primarily, the 
establishment of a Republic of Soviets, a state of the same 
type as the Paris Commune. 

“We are in conditions in which, thanks to the fact that 
we have behind us the experience of the Paris Commune and 
the many years of development of German Social Democracy, 
we oan clearly see what we are doing in setting up the 
Soviet systern, Notwithstanding all the coarseness and lack 
of disoipline which there are in the Soviets and which are 
a hangover from the petty bourgeois nature of our country, 
notwithstanding all this, the popular masses have created a 
new type of state, 2) Said Lenin at the Seventh Party 
Congress, Putting forth a proposal that in the new 
programe with whioh the Russian Communist Party would 
appear “before all the civilised countries" there should be 
a most detailed theoretical description and analysis of the 
Soviet system as it actually existed and Operated, a 
desoription and analysis of its essence and mechanism, of 
its political and economic organisation, Lenin emphasized > 
"It would be a great mistake, it seems to me, to limit the 
international significance of our revolution to appeals, 
slogans, demonstrations, calls, and so on. We must 
concretely show the European workers what we have tackled, 
how we have tackled it, and how it should be understood. oo 
how socialism should be attained. They should then seer 
the Russians have started a good thing, and if they are doing 
it badly then we will do it better, vi 

It is highly indicative that the range of debate 
within the Party at that crucial turning point of the 
revolution included Simultaneously most aoute ourrent 
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problems and also prospects of the era as a whole. It is 
equally indicative that the “Leftists,” who were ready, 
on the one hand, to acouse the Soviet power of being 
“formalistio® if 1t did not saorifioe itself at onoe to 
international revolution, strove, on the other hand, to 
artificially speed up the development of the Russian 
revolution in the direction of "pure? socialism, Lenin, 
however, who attached paramount importance to what our 
revolution had won, olearly saw the limits of these gains; 
he olearly realised that these were only the first steps, 
and that to overestimate them would be harmful both from 
the practical and theoretioal points of view. "We have 
only taken the first steps to throw off capitalisa 
completely and start the transition to socialism. We do 
not and cannot know how many more transitional stages to 
sooialism there will be, "22 

In his oontroversy with Bukharin, who insisted that 
the new programme should include a desoription of oommu 
Bion, "of the socialist system in its full form," for now 
this "did not seem to be a terribly remote future to the 
Marxist ,»74 Lenin asked: what more oan be said here than 
that the principle "From each aooording to his ability, 
te each aooording to his needa" will be put into practice? 
"But this 18 still a long way off, and saying it means 
saying only that ... the ground 18 weak under our feet. 
We shall oome to that finally, if we come to sooialisn, .. "2? 

Restraint, caution and anti-messianism were not, 
however, the only features of Lenin's stand. while 
objeoting to racing ahead Lenin by no means rejected 
theoretical forecasting; he had nothing against taking a 
well-grounded view of the future. As ve know, in the spring 
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of 1918, he worked intensively on fundamental aspeots of 
peaceful construction, putting the stresa on developing 
"what had been gained,“ what had been accomplished by the 
revolutionary assault;. on setting up a “system of economic 
organisation” and economic incentives, the sum-total of 
which were designed to organise normal eoonomio life, curd 
petty-bourgeois anarchy, and consolidate the political 
gains of the revolution with the help of such seemingly 
non-revolutionary means and forms as state capitalism, 

Once again the difference between the dialectics of 
Lenin’s approach and the unbending dogmatism of the “Left- 
wing communist® ideas stood forth sharply. Where the 
®Leftists"® saw only a retreat, a step backwards, Lenin saw 
a step forward in the proletariat's class struggle against 
the bourgeoisie. Whereas in the fight for power the 
proletariat opposed the entire bourgeoisie, once it had 
seised power and put down sabotage it could and should take 
advantage of the differentiation among the bourgeoisie, 
of the objeotively existing difference between “oultured“ 
and "uncultured" capitalists. “We oan and ought to employ 
two methods simultaneously," Lenin wrote. "On the one hand 
we must ruthlessly suppress the uncultured capitalists who 
refuse to have anything to do with ‘state capitalism’ or to 
consider any form of compromise, and who continue by means 
of profiteering, by bribing the poor peasants, eto., to 
hinder the realisation of the measures taken by the Soviets. 
On the other hand, we must use the mathad of comnromise, 
or of buying of the cultured capitalists who agree to 
‘state ospitalism,* who are capable of putting it into 
Practice and who are useful to the proletariat as 
intelligent and experienced organisers of the larceat 
types of enterprises, which actually supply products to tens 
of millions of people." 
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A lot of water has flowed under the bridge since those 
debates. Their content as such is now largely a matter of 
history. The route of the European and world revolution 
turned out to be immeasurably more complex and sigeag than 
the revolutionary leaders of that tine imagined. But the 
principle involved in the debates and the methodology of 
Levin's approach fully retain their Significance. The 
substance of this approach lies in the need to introduce 
reality into theory, to extract from ourrent experience, 
which 18 always inevitably limited by circuastanoes, both 
that whioh confirms the general importance of a phenomenon 
and that which lends it a new form, a new appearance. 

Lenin regarded as universal not only the "rules" but also 
the “exceptions" whioh revealed the need to supplement, 
olarify and enrioh the "rules," that is, the law of 
developaont, the theoretical picture of the advance of world 
history towards oommunisa, 

In this approach, in Lenin's views on the unity of 
theory and practice in the international vorking-0 lass 
movement and on the key principles of the policy of its 
mature vanguard we see olass-consoiousness and internationa 
lisa which acquire their supreme scientific synthesis in the 
Principle of communist pertisanship. 


The objective difficulties oonfronting contemporary 
Marxist thought are connected above all with the gigantio 
expansion of the arena of political and social battles, 
with the complex intertwining of interests and tasks 
effecting not millions but hundreds and even thousands 
of millions of people, who bring into the movement a great 
ülversity of economic systems and forms and also levels 
ef social and cultural development. It has become a much 
harder job to encompass these changes, to grasp their main 
trends. Prom this there follows a need to substantially 
expand and improve the "tools" of sooial researoh, ite 
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body of theoretical and cognitive means, and also to make 
numerous tests of hypotheses before arriving at new 
conclusions. 

The development of Marxist Leninist thought is also 
connected with difficulties of another order. At its very 
birth scientifio communism came up against attacks by all 
the forces of the old world. The struggle has not ceased 
for a single day since then. The adversaries with whom the 
Marxists of today have to clash are multifaced, ranging 
from unabashed apologists of imperialism to Right-wing and 
"Left-wing" opportunists with roots in the working-class and 
revolutionary movements. By virtue of various objective 
and subjective causes, reformist, dogmatist, “Left-wing” 
sectarian, nationalistic, isolationist, hegemonistio, 
passive wait-and see and voluntaristio deviations from 
scientifico, i.e., revolutionary Marxism, also crop up 
today within the framework of the communist movement itself, 
which is by no means isolated from the environment in whioh 
it 18 developing. If they are not fought these deviations 
oan cause no little harm, as is confirmed by contemporary 
history. 

We now possess at least half a century of experience 
of action by the masses and mass-scale parties of the working 
olass in the most diverse circumstances. This confronts 
theorists with major tasks in generalising the experience, 
World developments in recent decades have given socisl 
sciences scholars a number of lessons in this respect; 
their results need thorough study, and this will undoubtedly 
yield much that is instructive for an analysis of the 
contradictions and for determining, on this basis, the 
immediate and longer term prospects of the revolutionary 
movement and its regional detachments. 

A distinction must be drawn between various types of 
contradictions, however. “The truth is always conorete.® 
At the present moment. for example, it would be absurd to 
identify the contradictions in the genuine communist 
Movement, contradictions that can be resolved inside it, 
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with the oontradiotions between it and the new anti- 
revolutionary foroe which has developed and ripened on the 
ideological and political soil of Maoism. 

None of us can avoid asking himself the bitter 
question: how did the rule instituted as a result of the 
people's victory in China degenerate into a military- 
bureauoratio dictatorship over the people? We would be 
poor Marxists if we evaded such questions and gave our 
ideological adversaries on the right and on the "left? 
an opportunity to put forward their own explanations, whioh 
are far from the truth. 

Lenin was fond of repeating Chernyshevsky's words: 
the road of history is not the pavement of Nevsky Prospeot, 
“it runs through fields, some dusty, some muddy, through 
swamps, and through thickets." Such, too, is the involved 
and winding road of history in our time, in the era which 
has brought the whole of mankind, all nations, oloser to 
sooialisu. - The Marxists knew, of course, that sooialism — 
oould not be obtained in a ready made and "pure" form, 
evolved in morally flawless greenhouses, This is impossible 
both because the resistance offered by the olass enemy 
imposes the need for legitimate, historically inevitable 
revolutionary coeroion, and also because “the dead 
olutohes at the living": the old world contaminates the 
new world with the poisons of its corpse. | 

we knew that nationalism, chauvinism and raoialism are 
the strongest poison of the old world, It was not hard 
to imagine that it possessed suoh viability — and not 
only as a survival in the minds of individuals, even if 
many of them, but also as a principle of state policy 
oarried out by men who pose as oomnunists. 

We realise that Maoism has no future, that it is a 
horrible convulsion within the framework of the fundamen- 
tally progressive process of drawing into world politics 
thousands of millions of people whom colonialism and 
imperialisa held for oenturies in backwardness and 
infinite ignorance. This does not justify complacency, 
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all the more Sinoe the extremes, as we see, are manifested 
not only in ideas but also in actions. 

Therefore, a great internationalist responsibility, 
for the present and the future now devolves on all truly 
revolutionary foroes of our time, primarily the 
international working-class movement. In particular, 
soholars engaged in the social sciences are urgently faced 
with the task of making a thorough study both of the 
causes behind the rise of Maoism and other similar 
*fractures® in the world liberation movement, as well as 
the possible ideological, political and strategio 
consequences of suoh trends. 

This ís one of the key problems of the modern theory 
of soientifio sootalism, which, based on the olassical 
legacy, cannot, as Lenin said, "limit itself to the legaoy* 
because the tasks and requirements of the era in whioh 
we act and think are so new, 30 unusual and so truly 
global. 

It would be stupid and dangerous, however, to forget 
that behind the differences if they are not accidental, 
transient differences there stand the problems, 
difficulties and contradictions of a real historical 
process, and that these cannot be eliminated by a wave of 
the hand, by a single decisive experiment. 

Social soience, as we know, does not have the 
experimental possibilities the sciences dealing with 
nature have, let alone the possibility of mounting 
experiments in a "pure" form, isolated from influence of 
the environment. Wor can we fail to bear in mind that 
failures in sooial experiments can have a disastrous 
effect on their participants, on the position of the 
masses., However, this thesis—a thesis whioh Marxism has 
always clearly and unambiguously opposed to anarchistio 
phrasemongering and pseudo left extremism never prompted 
Lenin's followers to draw the conservative conclusion that 


they do not have the right to implement bold ideas, to seek 
and reassess new ideas relating both to the forms and means 
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of revolutionary struggle and to the forms and means of 
building sooialism, á 

In this oonneotion one oannot but take a critical 
view of attempts to replace the elaboration of an integral 
conception of the building of socialism in modern 
‘Conditions by the artificial designing of projects and 
“models” of separate and opposing varieties of socialism, 
Paradoxically, the super-modernistio ideas in Garaudy's 
"new" models of socialism turn out to be akin in prinoiple 
to extreme dogmatism and, in essence, support it from the 
ideological point of view. In both oases the departure 
from Marxism, from its dialectios, from its historical 
approach, exacts its price. 

Today, before our very eyes and with our partioi= 
petion, socialism, as a world system, is acquiring 
an adeguate material base, just as oapitalism aoguired ita 
material base in the form of large-soale machine industry 
in the middle of the 19th century. Does this mean, however, 
as Garaudy claims in his books, that objective conditions 
for the transition from capitalism to socialism were 
absent in the past and are still absent today (for the 
Solentifio and teohnological revolution, as we know, is 
still in ite initial stage)? Leaving aside the fact that 
the very genesis of the soientifio and technological 
revolution could hardly be imagined without the influence 
the developing socialist system is exerting on world 
social evolution, there arises another question: can the 
Objective oonditions. for creating the foundations of 
socialism be limited only to machines, technology and the 
forms of labour directly associated with them, exoluding 
soolal prerequisites and factors? 

At the same time, Marxists cannot fail to take into 
scoount the cardinal fact that many of the prerequisites 
and conditions of socialism are shaped only in the process 
of transition from capitalism to socialism and cannot 
arise within the framework of even developed capitaliam, 
Suffice it to recall the bitter consequences of the attempt 
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by the Maoist ruling clique of the Communist Party of China 
to artificially out short the transitional period at a 
stage when the elementary prerequisites for the socialist 
system had not yet matured. 

Illusory ideas about the possibility of introducing a 
"nen" model of "improved" sooialism also prove dangerous in 
the case of a much more highly developed country, as was 
shown, in particular, by the recent experience of 
Csechoslovakia when the putrid poison of the old world, in 
the form of a new "model" of socialism, attempted to 
contaminate the building of sooialism there. Soolaliss# 
is not introduoed by the stroke of a pen, without a 
transition comprising olass shifts and deep~going social 
transformations and abounding in struggle to overcome the 
resistance put up by the "traditional interests and olass 
egoisms” which, in the words of Marx, will “time and again 
slow down and delay the work of rebirthe?? in the era of 
the social revolution of the proletariat. 

fo ignore this would be to deceive oneself and to lose, 
perhaps without even being aware of it, the internationalist 
view along with the class approaob. Because one is 
inseparable from the other. 

In this connection the following question must be put: 
is a national "model? of socialism designed in complete 
isolation from the conditions existing in the world 
conceivable in general? Is there not a danger of national 
@pecificity turning into national narrow-mindedness, a 
danger which follows in equal measure both from revisionist 
and "Left—extremist*® sources? 

From this standpoint the present-day tasks of the 
social sciences amount mainly to a seed to intensify 
elaboration of the problem of the unity and diversity of 
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the theory and tactios of the world revolutionary process. 

It would be a substantial step forward if we succeeded, as 

a result of these efforts, in bringing out the intermediate 
links and transitions connecting the general laws with the 
concrete diversity of levels, conditions, features and 
variants of development which do not as yet, for the most 
part, lend themselves to soientifio systematisation and 
generalisation within the framework of an integral oonoeption 
ef contemporary history. 

One thing is indisputable: the strategy and taotios of 
socialism whioh provide the democratio and progressive 
foroes with a olear prospect are based on a genuine scienti 
fio foundation. Lenin, whose whole life was a combination 
of tireless thought and tireless revolutionary activity, 
is an unfading example to us of the building of this 
foundation. 

The secret of Lenin's attraction as a oreative 
personality does not lie, however, in a simple “combination® 
of soholarship with revolutionary spirit, of "explanation" 
of the world with "ohanging® it, as the relation between 
theory and practice in Marx's well known theses on 
Feuerbach is often interpreted. The substance of the matter 
16 that Marxist Leninist soitence is itself revolutionary in 
the very method of "explanation" from the viewpoint of a 
social projeot, from the viewpoint of transforming that 
whioh exists in a communist direction, i e., its method 
of "explaining" includes "changing." The power and 
attraction of Lenin the political leader lies precisely in 
his revolutionary quality not in the sense of revolutionary 
spirit, wrath, values, and so on, but primarily in the 
revolutionary quality of the very method of analysis itself. 
In other words, Lenin was not simply a combination of 
political leader, revolutionary and scholar; more important 
etill, in him these different facets were identical. 

x x x 
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The significance of Lenin's thoughts and Lenin's 
actions is not diminished by events and processes which more 
than once brought the peoples to the brink of disaster and 
at the same time opened up or open up new prospects for 
their development. On the contrary, we are justified in 
saying that Lenin is even more contemporary today than he 
was 30 or 40 years ago, While in the early years after the 
October Revolution attention centred almost exclusively on 
the immediate results of Lenin's activity, later, and espe- 
cially now, the spotlight is on Lenin as a wholes a persona- 
lity end revolutionary leader, thinker and practician, The 
phenomenon of a combination of theory, monistic in its 
philosophical principles and foundations, with a great and 
diversified movement of the millions, with their spontaneous 
upsurge towards freedom and socialism, continues to attract 
public thought, giving rise again and again to oontroversy 
and to bitter clashes of ideas. 

Marxist social acientists have an important — 
in this battle of ideas, It ia their duty to uphold Lenin'a 
legacy, remembering that this can only be done by investi- 
gating, from our class and Party standpoint, the depths of 
this legacy, examining it in movement and development, 
applying to it the criteria of social politics which Lenin, 
like Marx, regarded as decisive in the process of accumulating 
human knowledge. 
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Bcoientific and Research Work in the Histe~ 


rical Institutes of the USSR Academy er 
Sciences, and Historical Journals 


Institute of History of the USSR 
History of the USSR Journal 
Institute of World History 
Journal of Ancient History 
Institute of Oriental Studies 


Peoples of Asia and Africa Journal 


Institute of Slavonic and Balkan 
Studies 


‘Institute of Ethnography 
Soviet Ethnography’ Journal 
Institute of Archaeology 
Soviet Archaeology Journal 
Problems of History Journal 


I.Braginsky. One and a Half Century of Oriental 
Studies in the USSR 
V.Altnan The Publication of Works by Soviet 


Historians Abroad 


Reviews of Foreign Books 


Books on fooial Foiences 
Put out by Progress 
Publishers, 1967-1969 


Beginning with 1971 four issues will be printed 
annually. 

If you wish to become a regular reader, you may order 
the publication from the following firme in your country 
dealing with "Mezhdunarodnaya Kniga”, the Soviet book-dis- 
tributing organisations 


Australia = Current Book Distributors, Pvt. Ltd, 168-17% 

Day Street, Sydney, N.S.W.3 New World Booksellers, 425, 

Pitt Street, Sydney, N.S.W., International Bookshop, Prt., 
Ltd., 2nd Floor, 17 Elizabeth Street, Melbourne; Victoria 
Spring Booksbop, 7 Collins Btre*t, Melbourne; Victoria 
Spring Bookshop, 205 Brunswick Street, Valley, Brisbane, 
Queensland; Peoples Bookshop, 180 Hindley Street, Adelaide, 
South Australia; Pioneer Bookshop, 75 Bulwer Street, Perth 
W.A.3 International Rookshop, 514 Flinders Street, Melbourne, 


Victoria. 


Berlin ( West) Kawe, Kommissionsbuchhandiung, 1 Berlin 
12 (Charlottenburg), Hardenbergplats 13; Das europaische 
Buch, 1 Berlin 15 Olivaer Plats 16. 


JZederé] Republic of Germany Brocken Verlag Gabi, 


Aokerstrasse 3 (Worringerplatz), 4 Dusseldorf 1; W.E Saar 
bach GmbH, Ausland Zeitungshandel, 5 Köln 1, Postfach 1510; 
Kubon und Sagner, 8 Munchen 34, Postschliessfach 68; 
Presse Vertriebs-Gesellschaft GmbH, Borsenstrasse 13 15, 
Frankfurt am Main; Fremdsprachen Buchhandlung, Robert 


Moller, Postfach 828, 7 Ftuttgart Bad Cannstatt. 
Burma Trade Corporation No.9, 550/552, Merchant Street, 
Rangoon, 


Canada Progress Books, 487 Adelaide 8t., West, Toronto 
2 B, Ont.; Ukrainska Knyha, 962 Bloor Street, West, Toronto 
4, Ont.y Wm. Dawson Subscription, Six Thorncliffe Park 
Drive, Toronto 17, Ont.; Troyka Limited, 799-A College 
Btr., Toronto 4, Ont.; Co-op. Bookshop, 882, Main Street, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba; Universal Gift & Book Centre, 10601 
97 Street, Edmonton, Alberta; Northern Book House, P.O.Box 
1000, Gravenhurst, Ont.y People's Co-operative Bookstore 
Association, 341, West Pender Street, Vancouver 3, B.C.g 
Periodica, Inco., 7045 Avenue du Pare, Montreal 15, Que. 


Qeylon = People's Publishing House, 124, Kumaran Ratbman 
Road, Colombo~2, 


Republic of Cyprus = Sputnik Ltd., Tillirias, Square No.1, 
Nicosia; People's Agency, Tricoupi Str, 530, Nicosia. 
Denmark 4/8 Land og Folks Boghandel, Bredgade 37, Kében— 
bavn K; Hovedbanegaardens Aviskiosk og Boghandel, Revent~ 
lowsgade, København V.; Munksgaard Ltd » Subscription Dept., 
Bérrégede, 6, Kgbenhavn K.; Rosenkilde og Bagger, Kron 
prinsens—gade 3, Lëtenbaen K.; Akademisk Boghandel, Univer- 
sitet-sparken, Aarhus-C, 


Rthiopia Cosmos Bookshop, Haile Selassie 1st Avenue, 89 
P.0.Box 3393, Addis-Ababa, 
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Finland Akateeminen Kirjakauppa, Postilokero 10128, Hel 
sinki 10, Kansankulttuuri Oy, Simonkatu 8, Helsinki; 
Rautatiekirjakauppa Oy, Postilokero 10248, Helsinki 10. 


Great Britain Central Books Ltd., 37 Grays Inn Road, 
London, W.C.I.; Coilet's Holdings Ltd., Denington Estate, 
Wellingborough, Northants; Publishing and Distributing 00. 
Ltd., Mitre House, 177 Regent Street, London, W.I, 


Greece "Theme110”, 57 Akademias, T.T., 143, Athena. 


Holland "Pegasus" Boekhandel, Leidsestraat 25, Amsterdam; 
Bwets 4 Zeitlinger, Amsterdam; Meulenhoff-Bruna J V, 
Beulingstraat, 2-4, Amsterdam; W.P. van Stockum Ltd. Book 
sellers, 36, Buitenhof, Den Haag; Martinus Nujhoff E.V. 
Lange Voorhout 9, Den Haag. 


Hong Kong Apollo Book Co., P.0.Box 5710, Kowloon,Hong 
Kong; Great Eastern Book Co., P.O. Box 3427, Hong Kong. 


cel Istorg H.F., Postholf 444, Reykjavik. 


India People's Publishing House (Private) Ltd., Rani 
Jhansi Ri., New Delhi 15 P P.H.Bookstall, 190-B, Khetwadi 
Main Road, Bombay 4; N.C.B.H. (Private) Ltd., 6/30, Mount 
Road, Madras 2; Manisha Grenthalaya 4/3 B, Bankia Chatter- 
jee Str., Calcutta 12, Prabhath Book House, Privandrum-14 , 
Kerala; People's Literary Centre, 9895, Nawabganj, Pulban- 
gash; Kavakarnataka Publications (Pr.) Itd., Sarpabhushana 
Mutt Compound, Bangalore-9. 

Iran Bookstore Sako Hovsepian 48, Avenue Marshal Stalin, 
Teheran; "Gutemberg" Khiabane Manuchebri, Teheran, 


Irag Baghdad Bookshop, Tobaco Building, Gamboriyah 8t., 
P.0.B. 477, Baghdad. 

Kuwait — The Kuwait Bookshops Company Ltd., P.0.B. 2992, 
Kuwait-Arabia. 


banon Maison d'Edition Der el Farabi, B.P. 3181 , 
Beyrouth, 


Malta Polcar 7, Market Street, Floriana., 


Mauritius Progressive Bookshop, 42, Corderie Street, 
Port Louis. 


Nepal Baje Ko Pasal, Bank Road, Biratnagar; P.B.I 
Biratnagar; International Book House 6/194 Pako-Pokhaldyang 
Post Box 32, Kathmandu, 


Hew Zealand Progressive Books, 14--16 Derby Str., Auckland 
G.I. 


Nigeria Omolajiki Brothers 47 A, Lebanon Cross Road, 
Ibadan; The Nigerian News Vendors Oo Ltd. 6, Williams 
Btreet, Lagos; Home and Overseas Newspapers, 11, Martins 
Street P 0. Box 2133, Lagos; Progressive and Socialist 
Books Depot, 8W8/935, Lagos Bye-Pass, Oke-Ado, P.0.Box 
3311 Ibaden. 


Norway A/S Narvesens Litteraturjeneste Bertrand Narve- 
sens vei 2, Postboks 6140. Oslo 6; Tenum-—Cammermeyer 
(Subacription-Centre) Karl Johansgt. 43 Oslo; Norsk 
Sovjetruseik Samband, Rodhusgt, 8-V. Oslo; A/S Norsk For- 
lag WY DAG, Boks 3634 GB,Oslo; A/S Oslo Bok-og Papirhandel, 


Bchweigaardagt 56, Oslo; Universitetaforlaget, Box 307, 
Blindenn, Oslo 3. 


Pakistan Standard Publishers, Ltd., 3/10, Liaquat Avenue, 
Dacca=-13; People's Publishing House 26, The Mall, Lahore; 
Abdul Moyes Khan Majlish 146, Govt., New Market, Dacca~2, 


BAR, Alep 412 Autolist Putchkowa General Press Company, 
Risen Bros Kayyali,29 Ayyak Street ,P.0.Box 2366, Damas. 


Bomali Samater’s Book Sellers, Stationeries Commission, 
Agents & Government Contractors P.O. Box 936, Mogadiscio, 


Sudan “National Culture Library”, P.0.Box 10, Khartoum, 
"El-Fajr Bookshop", P. O. Box 351, Wadmedani. 


Zanzenja Der Es Salaam Bookshop, P.O. Box 9030, Dar Es 
Salaam; Christian Bookshop, P 0.Box 301, Moshi; African 
Bookshop, P.O.Box 20837, Der Es Salaam, 
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0.4.8. Moern Age Establishment Dar-El-Shark Bookshop, 
8, Taleat Harb Str., Cairo; El-Tahrir Printing & Publishing 
House, 21, Kasr el Nil Str., Oair, 


Uganda Popular Book Supply Ltd., 81, Kampala Roed,P.0. 
Box 769, Kampala, 

USA = Stechert-Hafner, Inc., 31 East 10th Street, New York 
3, N.Y.; Moore-Oottrell Subscription Agencies, Inco., North 
Oohooton, N.Y.3 Four Continent Book Corporation, 156,Fifth 
Avenue, New York, 10, N.Y.} Universal Distributore Oo., 
52-54 West 13th Street, New York 11, N.Y.; Imported Publi 
cations & Products, Room 611 l'Union Square, New York 3, 
N.Y.g Eastern News Distributors, Inc., 155 West, 15 
Street New York, N.Y. 10011; Schoenhof's Slavio Books, Ino., 
1280 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge 38, Mase. 
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